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Dear Nicholas von Iloffxian, 

\ic are indoud in The Year of Qur I ? ord and Diok Nixon did not kiisrule in vain 
%^ n ypu , - in the ora of batorguting - co&s up with doubla^oodapoakducktalk:: your 
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specifics; 

"Tho tcouble with such propositions [sicj la tlmt v/liilo they do punch difficult 
to explain holes in officials explanations, thuy are awldon abl« to give us much of a 
clue aa to \dio tho l roal l kill or iwy bo#" Followed vitliout interruption by 

"It ia for this reason tlmt nobod:/ has boon ublu to discredit the? V/n rr«n 
Co&xiasion report •" Still nothing onitted- 

"If Loo Harvey Oswald didn’t aurder Kennedy, them who did?" 

All on© graf# 

Tho "liypothosis" is not Haa.nikov f s# You have been almep in tho years of raking 
in th* loot and shining on ths tube. Nor did tho solid evidence - and you so desoiibe 
it while culling it no store than a "proposition" - await tho suit you rofor to. Tlmt 
suit wan such latsr. (The pisople who develop this kind of evidence ignored by the 
responsible of tho uodia and tho colusmisto^whilo tho mxdox*ground©rs go for 

the exploiter huts who eubroider, prfefit and ultiia&te^dtiitroy vJLl credibility » tl tanks 
to those who give then attention and ignore solid work.)l haven’t seen Raznivak ’ 0 
"hypothesis" noi? luvo I investigated tlmt assassination per so but 1 do Imvo the LAP!) 
teletype on tho destruction of &om evidence , a secret transcripts of a proceeding ia 
which only tho defendant was not x*- ? pro seated aud u cidjdjnal.istfis px*oof tlmt tlior^ was 
sore zaatal tlma tho one gun could liavo hold# 

Now is it re ♦illy "thu tx-oublo" tlmt tills doesn’t aay "who killed bobby Kennedy?" 

Got nothing to do with tho pro^utorgnto integrity of public authority? Tho 
atato of justice? Now politicians can take and hold strong views opposed to govcrxi- 
laoat policy and not survive then? what the hell the woll~paid reporters on tho 

pr ofi tnaaking proas arc doing - and noli doing? 

"Nobody has boon able to discredit tho V/arr©n Aopoirt?" You dream, Kian# Most 
people never believed it# hut is luia boon destroyed over and over again, save for tho 
ostriches like you who praciso good Orwell# Or is it only since you have* becomo 30 
big a success# Ny first book, wliioh was the first on tho subject, ciic: that. It him newr 
been refuted# leaning the book# And if you think it can be or the Report hasn’t been 
discredited winy don't you liave so m fun and got ouch respected typos ns Albert Juianox*, 
Charles Shaffer and Howard Will ©ns - X mean in a gangup - to debate their work, sdne 
or any coubinati on of their chasing iu any foruw of yoiirs.^irnt^ t ££ 

they do - and they won* t - wo can work out ^inot details# y 
work bearing U'arxvnrs naaa# 

I’ll havo another in ay series on this subject out soon but a froobce you 
will be wasted# 

What would you tliink of a prosecutor’s case that consisted of "If NiBkxatK 
voilloffnan didn't rob tho bank who did?" LVpuoiaily if tide hi&k wore "convicted" 
on a combination of suppressed evidenco wliich proved lie could not have and ex parte 
2 d. 3 ro pr e s « a ti on of the other avidenoo that consisted of the plus tho rottoaest 
prejudicial crap? 


I don't think that you want to think. Kxcayt about being cute, which pays and 
ooothoa thu o&o« 

. ,. * ttt * f you waut to ba cut0 whil ° not having to do any real thinking, I refer you 

to tlie loot's tiloo on ny four Freedom of Information Uv in suits to brine aoso of 
tiiia auppr^aijod. ovidunce out# 

hi tho i.irat wh«n I hold a pre^s oor^orcno© and produced xeroxo 3 of evidence 
proving tho kind of Uatd liars Kloindiennt and Nixon's then Attorney General wore - 
over thoir signatures - tho Post's reporter filed a colum and tho Post waa ovoi-up. 
no word, nor a word whan I {jot u nUiw.wry judgenont ag.-dnst DJ. (Tlds related to tho 
noflaaoinution you didn t aontion, King's, in which the decision of tho 6th circuit. 

th ? a »?re>,.* Court, once would lava mde a eolum for tho l^for^gx^atnesa 

* . • Lo ? switch bocauao you are now too important to wants tine learning and tho 
oat found thxs part of t)iat decision, as it found tho entire decision, not nmmt 

, rocord rooks with ethical Moral and professional irregularities, 

demanding tiw fullest judicial inquiry... no alternative to the conclusion that W's 
at ooruoya wore more in taros tod in rwxpituUalng on a notorious case..." 

Viian there is the federal judge who said I should bo forever forfouded fron 
investigating tho JFK assassination, i’liio decision in th« Post's files but thn 
wo^s ox tluct groat aaa Paauher wwo not nows, how can tho judicial forfending of a 
vrster - Ah perpetuity - be nows, or eolum Material? 

Would you find it cute enough if an Assistant United states Attorney, whoa 
to suppiroa, said it W«s for tewueaforcc^nt puxwac, and wh.cn 
naked what law was boom; enforced, there being none, renpondotl (paraphrase) , "Surely 
n •*««*»* as la.13.od there has to b» <o tm law, huiuia or natural" end on tMs " 

t l 5? a “ iUt0d tifCd Z m Jobl ^'nelf? Thos and the forevar-forfend jazz 
wore upheld by tho Bnr/;x?r court and the on tiro law war. with it » arhdjdstrutivcly 
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rovrx^ten into a license to suppress. Without a word iejPtho von 
' / 0f5 ; a ( f d ** A>0ut 5>1,oH * or m * **"«** at every proceedingjand 

ilo'wlt 1 ? - “ Cm a3 l r a f a t°^ Joriy i * uIied °° m darty-work iu conference 
Y„! x^ 3 'o J , Jl<> Ooi -^ ; »c.xoniil uiiort to return the law to its oiitcLintl intent, 
fw.x, wfio d oat loiav# ;Uid you, it was not nowa# 

i 

Vrtl , . ^ ‘ d ' ih i,;; ' / 5iU1 * /ju ciidjr ‘ t bQ diu writing and thioding this Idiid of b.s w'd 
you no owe your reudoro - especially tho young one - somthing bottsr. 

fl . '‘\ mi y ; JU ,° <ul wxlttt til « trlnd of graf I've quoted you should stand back and take 

M -iOilg, X JLOO i£* 




uarold Weiabor^ 


